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THE GAZETTEOF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PARrlII-^EC.4J 


3.1 ^ ^ ^ %qT tl ^ ^ 

l^nf^R^d f:- 

(i) ^ 'd^Td ^ TSfr ^ (xi^) c^ 3^5^ 

^ tcil^rdg (3?Tt3fldito) dt 1 2005 dt ^ ?Tri 

(ii) 3iRxMd ^ air^xM^fer dt ^ ^ ^ ^ wd 3 tr#?M d 

#? ^ ddR ^ ^ XRPT ^ ^ 21 TI WT ^ dd ^gfdrrsft ^ 

T^TeFT ^ ^ 2IT, ^ ^ ^ 3IRxMtd y^THd dt ^ sjt! ^ 

dWtd dfel ^ HtiicIH ^^air, ^^dFRd 3T^^ fdm ^ xr^c^ PlHdd 2JT: 

(^) 800/~ ^ 3ft^ 1200/- wj dt f^rte ^ 20 ^ 3fr^ 40 ^ md 

iiit»{f | i<d d d eFid ^ sit I d?^ WT d ^ d dr? 

d ws: 3TsraT dtT?5Tff ^ fdr Fx? dd «n^dt wd xr ^th ^rt xr 

^ fdw 3T2TgT wfr XR ^ ^ dJ|l4l TO arrl 

(x&) cFRdrd d Mdt fdx? ^ x?Rdtx?^ wit xr dtxrwiT ir Mdt tdx? fx? wd d, dr? 

fei i e^j^cch dd%cT fdm TO SIT! cFdR ir x^crdh?^ wff dt d TOd d di d to 

d 3T^TO dt dcT^ dcRT ^ ddIcT dt sjtl vdM'ilcW TOd d SrdfdcF^, 

2300/- W? dd 3750/- ^ dt ^ xr 20 #? 40 Tld dt 

’Tdr/^srdf cjRd ^ irir ddl^ d^rr to sit i 

(iii) snddddx?^ ^ xrwFT sitefl^ d to ^vdT>r dd^ d ^ ddl?f 

fdriT TO sir dd XRH d dw ^rdr/xgi^ cft tto to^ sjti wd, xrh ^r xndr d 
dlx?TOn d mc^c<f5 dd%rf td^rr xr^ d^ ttwt d ^ ^ ydrwdt ^rt dt "gt diwid 
d TOM wfdn TO arri 

(iv) 8 Tit dt xrrdt d dix? ^ sd? wd ^ wT?r ^ sifwi fdro^ro d 


xMXtr^ tot 

4800/- TTO 

dtgr 

4710/- TTO 

gndTRr #? xT#5ttTT gd^fiidd dt rtm 

9485/- W? 

vJXlRoiig 

7097/- TTO 

1dt?T XRTOT 

583/- W? 

x^eTOTT 

1388/- TO? 

ft^ XR3M 

6250/- TOX? 

8 dt Rft xjj^ iR cIMld 

34313/- TOJ 


(v) dtxTORT d 3T% TO dt dt wft 6 ttf^ d dr vj^tto d 3 mr xr iRd/^QTctt wd dt dw 
MFT wd dt wTcf dt tt^ 5719/- w? dtf ti ?TOt ^TOT d di d TO d ttdfdr 

irft ttt^ dgR 2300/- d to? xr ^ ft 

(vi) TOTO dt TOtM ?Tft dt ddjft wd TO TTO d TO 3d? dtx?TO'^ ^ gF^R/Wt IT^TO d 

TOsi d ft:^^ dgr met d wt d ftx? d ^ xMdtx?cT wt# d wft #? 20 to d 
gRtr? d fcR 200/- w? #? 40 x^ d d fdx? 400/- w? dt xr qq^ gfd grd 
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^ ^tSR^ 3ftY ^SM WR ^ ^ 5R^ tl ^ 

18 Wm. 2006 'HiJf^d ^ ^ ^ tl 

(vii) '{ft3M€t % ^ W=T ^ elFm ^ ^ MWlRd ^ afrf^ ^ tl 20 

W ^ 3TreEf!l^ W=T ^ c3WT 30 ^ tl Wit c^ #?Td^ 9^2 tM 

O 

3Tgf^ (3T5?f?T 31RncT ^ 7 ^ 12 f^ = 19 f^ ^ 2 = 9 V 2 

^ ^ tl 3j|T:mRd W=T ^ 3^1% W 40/- JTi% ^TJtte ^ ^ 

^ ^ 3?i% f^ ^ 1.33 ^ tl 30 to ^ f^ 9.5 fM ^ fcpw 

380/- ^ tl 3RI 3^5 1^ ^ t % tl 5 

1M ^ 3(aikT 1.33x30x5 = 3ra?t?f 200/- ^ 5rtoT to ^ 3TT?Rf ^^IcTT tl 

3.2 ^3frttcit t y'killed pTP], to ^ PiHf^Rad 3mir? pr^gd fto %:~ 

(i) to to^ to^toto^ ^ ^ ^g^TcTPT cto irpr t anw 3fk wr towr 

cffSM ms ^ t “to ^ WT cTcr> tonr afk to^ cn^/^to ^ 

'^TKTT tl to to^ w? wr fto toi 

(ii) tot ttt ^ ^ tot ^ 7 to 1%:^ ato ftot aflY ^ tot, to to ^ 

to ^ ^ toWT t toto tor ^sHcTT t ^ ^ 12 to ^ ato fttol 
ato to^ ePt^ci t tot sm ato jim tor ^ tl tor t, 
cf)tor alk ^ to/tot tor ^ ^ a#tor tot ^ f^:^cc^ ato ^ ^to 

ftott attY ato ^ to pw tor ^jtht tol w ^tor t tot 
to ^ tor ^ tor, ?to 7 to ^ cptrit ^ ^r^l 

(iii) Midi^jcch aRT toT ^ ari^yfl^l^T^d ^ ato to^ afk tot ato jrr^ tor 

afk 4x1 d t dida ^4x1 ant aflY aiciRr Mim ^ arwr d^ ^r^jtl 

aiRiRifd, 33TJn?T ^toto tot to totoirf ^ tor wr t at? ^ to t 

tor ^ wjpnto tor ^ ijfcr^ to ^^rwrl 

(iv) toR to ^ 20 ^ arw 40 cRSTT tr, ^ wTr^kr^n tor/tot to ^ to ^ t 
tor 3 to tor ^ artarr to tl to tor atk towr t to^ ^ 3 to t 
arto ^tor ^ to ’jft torzrr w? ?to ^ 5r?di^ tor tl 

3.3 t, ^attor ^ iJ'WiRd czraw tor^m to 


(i) WT tot at? toy^ t to^ (rrtoto/wtto ^ arsM tot) jmr? 


sIFT^T. 

fv <*v 

cBeCff ^ aicim 

jrf^ to aRrar ^ 3 ^ imT to ^»to? ^ 

20 ^ ^TcR t 

40 ^5^ atoMt "sfeR t 

1 . 

tor to to* 



2 . 

4^ to 1 15 ^ to 

3.00 

6.00 

3. 

16^ to't 3ot to' 

6.00 

12.00 

4. 

^?rc^ ^ 

12.00 

24.00 , 


(f^ot; * to to ^ arto to:^ yt to arsj^ ^ir^ tor ^ to ^ to ^ tot 
to^ <rt t tor mrm rto^/am w?ncr ito^ ^ wMiRid toir 






















THE GAZETTEOF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


fPARTm-~-SEC.4] 


(ii) ^ ^ ^ ^ Wit ITeRttr^ wfr ^ ^‘T^RDT sfR 5r>TN 

t.— 

20 ^ ^ d>^dv! ^ t 200/- 

40 : 400/- 

(lii) wit ^ ^ ^ TfFi ^ ^ ^ 

^rnf^ cuVlT afr? 3TT^^3MTit^ Tit TRFfI T? Ttt ^ifcFp TI^I 

(iv) 1%:^^ ^ TIT wrt ^ 3?f^ ^5)^7^ ^ f^ towr ^ hit ^ 

^CT) ^ 3-2.2 ^ ^i 

3.4 % RtIti 18 m^. 2005 W'Wlf^d V(^ cWRTT Sl^^dlRd TIT 31^ RiTT t 

^ cfT^t^ 3Fr1%T JRfN 46^ ^ ^ 'dl^Rd W ^1 

4.1 i^ratf^ WT?it mRiti ^ ^rpir w^ ^ ^^RI ^ dRdd 

3fR 5RfrTdT3tt/3?%RIBit ^ IJfcrf^Rfn f^fWjt Tit ^TT>t ftarnft c^ f^ T^Tlf^d T^ -Tf ^ 1 


4.2 sfR yiiicKT sR'McJdt ^ w^ Ttt pR wmr^/RwfW ^ ^ 

^3M€t Tit 3Rtf^ ^ Tft afti ^ aik ^ 5rtoT w\^ smcfmrt tt 

RumOmI P^ Ttt tl 

5.1 miT Ttt PRf^ Tim ^ 3Tm PT #3it4t€t ^ ftfsfr pt siRRcri pjTPi/^pi^tTipip p^ 

TP 31^ PTT aP! ^3TPM ^ vdtiRld ^xTPT PP^ TIP ^ tl glPT IT3IP PT^ 3fR ^3M€t glPT PP^ 
^^PRT TP witn ^ pnpofrp^ t:~ 


W PT. 

5TPT ^ P?T 

pft3()41^t «FT ^PfP 

(i) 

PxTP gM PP^ Ppt/Pfl^ TIpt ^ eim ^ 
3TTTI^ t TPPtcFT 3itp paRaftp TltPllM ^ 
WTcT pap 3mr WTP ^ Sltcf^TP BpRmp 

p?^ tr TTite tl p^sTPw 3frp p4tapp p^ptr ^ 
Rrp pfct ^tt^ 200/- pipp T^ PWiR'd TP TP 
stRrm Rt ^ Rip PTH T^ pt tm Tt wh ^ 
^ ppgp Ti^l 

(Tl) ^ 3Tpt PP^ t Rp PP 

Ppt/'^JT^ TIpt R dl^ld TP eiitpl 

PPgT RitT tl ?PTt TTT t PW i%TT t 

Ri wm ^ t pfrpnppT t tjR# Tt 

ppt 3frp HPIeit TIpt Ttt ^tnp PTH TIpt 
R fcip pth tipi mr Ttt pt wh tp 
R tip Rin PTT ti 

(P3) pR €t|^ 200/- WI Ttt PPPTTRt TP 
TiRpR Tit ppt R ^ 3ltp TTT f^HI^ 
Rip R'^JcTI RtPT PTH Rip TTlt t, 

Tppt R Pigipuj R Rh pR Ripht tpj^ 
Tipt R Rip tt tl 

(p) Rtpi pth Tipt pp wit TIPI Ri 

PHT^piRn PTTi Ripttt tp tRp 

t 

W'WiRd TP TP 3tRm Rr R Rip ppttt 
Ritt ptt tl 














5RT y w? Tfij ^(yqr 


^ jnnY ^ 

w^wiRd ?nte ^ Wr ^ 

^OT ^1 


#3;Wt^ ^ ^ ^ TTR # 

5r#5HM TTtp#^ 3j^ (Jcf'iflk'cH ^ ^ 

cf^ q^>idt ‘I'l M4l<K1l3jt ■R? F^-dl^ 

vjf^ddisft ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3T^^R ^nrflcT ^ ^ msf^ ^t^ccp 
^ ^eldi ^ ^ JTfl^r^^ gRT STJiftfeT ^ 
^ W?ftx^ 3jk XJcRftw d>’^d'J ^ 
5R^ ^ ^ 3Tsfi^ y'ijf^d ^ 

y:erP^ ^1 


^ g5^ i% w TTer#?H wit ^ yrdfcg> 

3jk 311^^41 c^lifli^d ^ 

^ ^ ^[fcnjJ^ m mm 3TTtvM4t^ 

^ % t ^ ^1 3FR igf, ^ ^ W # 

3|l4^^p|<^litlkid gRT ^ ^ ^ Jrf^ 

^R^ ^ ‘Jft ^ 1% W W 3ft^ 


^tl/e>6 '' ^— 


’«T3i1hIcI ^ yrR 


Tff^ ^ ^ WT ^ ^t?frSR 1 ^5PT^, 

2006 ^ WRT tl ^ ^r xpttmr ^ 

^ ^ flW ^r illintcH 

1%^ 3fjY g? ^ iR^rm 

WFTTI 


(^) wft ^ f^f^FT 

gRT ^ IfTSfTSft ^r 
MxF ^ efRJT dIOl '!' afrf XRH f^cP^ 
^c<^ 3n1% fdv; 5r*TR sft^ gdi^ 
^ ?nte ^ 3TmR m cTW ^ ti 
^ wm. fW ^ TJ^Rtt^ 

mm wit 

gRT 3Ppf[ "'1? JT^ ^ qiRsd 

f^FT-f^ IM ^ Pmei^yi 

tl ^ WT g^ ^ WT ^ 

WT g^ ^ f^FT-f^ ^1 
(^) afk jmR 

^ Mg)dd!st f^fRtt ch-^dx! g)t kld'tills^d 
3ft^ i;n^y#c^ gr^^jraTcF 

^ ^ m^\ m 

Mg "M ^ wtWFT ^ 

^Tgf^ %, 5'dfd^ wtt gtt HTgT 3ft^ 
gsp WTFT Wft TlWg 
wtWFit g? w; g^ ^ WT ^ 
gTggRff g^ fl^ 4 ^ 3TTg?ggj tl 

(g) ail^'jffclitl^d gRT ygidd 3?Mf|g 

gR^ ^ ^ f^gtg> 1 3{^d, 2005 ^ 
gTg 3M g^ ^ gPT ^ Mt% g^ ^ 
3T^gR gxF gRT RgRf g^r g^/?3T# 
gR^ ^ gM gg gfig 5R^ Mr t! 
^ 5f^ gtt t i% JRglM gJlgt gWT 
ggR WJ ^ gTg Mk df^ddl 20 
^ gg^g? 200/- W? sft^ 40 

ifg ^ gjMr ^ M 400/- ^ ^1 


(g?) gB#g^ wft gR grg^cg? ^ RniBW 
3ik g^ g)t gM 

gR g)t gf!n^ gR^ gR kgTg> 7 gg^ 
2005 gft wg ggtggrsff g)t tdg^ ^ 
ggt gtf g^ "I; gfg 3ii4'^c^‘fl^d gig 
3ftR RTggk ^ aJtl ggg ^ kgig? 7 
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5.2 ^ ^ t fcFi ^ U'WlRd olTOIT 

cf^ ^ ^ f^-licD 18 3FT^_ 2005 ^ 5ratcRTT3T! ^ aET^PT ^ ^ WRft ^ 

^ 29 RHdM'!, 2005 ^ cSJEnT EPTcf ^ ^ 3Ttf^ tl 


6 











HRcT ^ TTSrq^f: 3TOTKfrniI 


6.1 ^ ^ ^ 3Rf^, ^ ^ ^ ^ffr^ ^ ^ 

TfR 3TtHT4j^ 3THf^ JTmf^ ^ ^ ^ 4^1 sfrf^ ^ ^ ^ 

3?^ ^ ^ <n^ W f^Wuft ^ 4jT 3T^^ W STTI 

6.2 3TT^^€Mt^ ^ 3T5^FTT^ ^ «}M^ FTT^ ^ fl^ W 4^ Rf^l^ci f^orf&mT 3T^f^ ^ ^ 

f I ^ ^[fiTRT 451 t ^ TR!^ ^ WTcf t 3tk 3TN^Wf^ # 5TF^4 W^^Tcf 3fi^ 

ch’^H'^'i TR fcJie^ccfj ^34^ gRT 'Hilf^d fW ^3TR4Tl 

7.1 W f^4T4? 31 2006 ^ 3TRfrf^ 451 ^ sfti ^-141^ # #3fnM, 

^i4^<^]41^'d 2rilY^frif?m vnfm] >64641 ^ 3t^^ sr^cT ^i 

7.2 ^g44T^ # ^3Mt€l ^ M 3#f ^ JfW^T ^ MTF 3tk # ePTB? 

4?r^ 4T^ '^RRT 5 T^c 47 4^t 4?ii^ T?4j S^lVcI'W f^4^ 3R^ 4R^ 44 3?^^ f^ 44T 2TTl ^ f^4yu| i\ 
3il4^c!14)^d EfRF ^f^Hd 44 44Td4 3Ttof|cf 4R^ ^ 3fl4 44414 ## 314^ ^ i^llPld 4447 4Tft^?l 

4^r 31l4^41c51^k|d ^ WT^ ^ kl'd'illl^d 44^ ^ 474^ # 344^ 4R^ 3tk ^ W 

447 5R^ 4R^ 44 ^ ^?n4 44T «4l 

7.3 ^ 37^ri^ ^g;cp4 7R^ 4R ^ tl ^jfpM gRT ^fcciR^d 44 4^ il% 4^ 1^ 447 t:- 

(i) 3TN3?Rfr^ 4fr 34^#M4^ ^ ^ 45t ^^5^ W7 4^7 ^ 

4tR gRT Q'fJ^ci u4 4^ 44%4% 44 4T6^c47 47464 51 >3>41 i^v^cl ^ 4^Jd 44 ^ I 

(ii) (^) ^g44T^ ^ ^1^, 34^4ltM4d 3fi4 4^ ^ gRT #?4>li'H/'KT4r-4RR ^ # 

TJcRftTRT 344T4 44^ 44 4^^347 ^ ^ 474^ ^ 41^ ^ 44 44t 451 4^ sJll ^ 4T^ 

# 44T4 gRT f^rfe 1^ 447 47 4414 gRT 4^ 37I^#M4^ 4^7 ^ 44474 %4T 447 
47 % 4474 4cRll4d ^ 474Er ^ 476^347 44Jcr 47447 477^ 4H 474747 t 3ft4 

37!^'^l(^l'51'^d ^ 4?^ ^ 474 ^ 37^4774 474^^ 47447 44 W4^c47 ^Rd 474 474747 %l 

(771) cTSITf^r, 3TTf4M#Jd ^ 4W % ^4^ 47^^ 451 4cT45t^/W^te7 f^Tf^ 

477 4c7T d4T4T 3fl4 5n4Tcll ^ Ve74fl4cr 47^%4^ 44 ^ Wm 47t 4p 

2771 f4if^7 37l4^t5l^i,^d ^ ??8!7 ^444 451 v3^ 47^ 474^ 44 ^44?! 

T?c74ftT?c7/W4fl7Jd f^7f!r 44 0774 fl4T W6^ 4n7t%4 474^ 451 STJ^fcT ^ 4nTT| 

(4) ^ 444 44 4tH 41747 ^ ^ 5711^7474^7 ^ 1^7^ f^ t 3714^411 <51 5747674 ^ 577^ 

^ # 37l4lRd 7J^74fl467 4441 W 47^^ 4^447447/47747-47474 ^ # 4T3l1%4 1^ 477 
457 277 3fl4 ^ 4TUf|4 TOVJc4> 57% 4T44T 4757114 ^77^^647 ^ 4f4 37l^ 2771 4F 
^74^ t 574^747 4^7451 k'd 4f447 ^ 4f-37l4ld4)l ^ 1^ 3tM47 44^ ^ t sfk 
^^[^4754774 3n27K 44 734^ W^647 4T447 4^ ^ 4f4 3t1^ 2771 ^>h1^, 

5n%47407 ^ 4fl4W7/4iT47-4T474 ^ # 37674-37674 4e7^%7c7 477^ 44 47^^ ^ 
4757F4 451 3r54f^% 477 3rj% 1^ 2771 

(iii) '34%4^ R^ddl ^ ^l^J|d, 3724^ (45T4 tH 57^647 577^^) ^ ^§304 1^ % 4^ OJT47 
C47^^M#567 # 47%?7^ 44 57471% 1^ W 4^ yr6?jc4) 4^7 5%'6'gl^‘d 474^ ^ 1%? 4c7%4cT 
^47474 wit 44 47'i7j%d R74 477 4^ 4%H 474^647 44 1%T44 57474 474% 44 1%4R 474 474747 tl 

(iv) 44^414, ^47% 4T^f%47 37m 44 23 €lf7J^ ^ 4744 % 4l%4>44T % ^d>t51^d 47745 44 47t(f%d 
474^647 45 Ojl% 4T47l%7 1%74 # 3fl4 547 47% % %4T4 1%44W 5R^ 1%74T tl 1%44I4 ^ 44T 4674T 
t R7 47^ i) 37T4T4 44 3fl4 4% 4? 474 45 37^^ ^c4r^4R 3772774 44 47571% Mld^cd) 5% ^1^ 
1,600/- 474TT ^ 18,000/- 474^ 447 1%4-1%4 %7T t 3tl4 5% ^^1|^ 547 5747R 47571% 3jl4T4 47l%r 
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[PAgr III-ASec. 4] 


5,777/- ^ ti ^ MRchf^d tor TprrT m ^ 

^ W TT 10% ^ Ryc-Jid m W SIT dt ^ Rdidd ^ 

3/Rt?T ^ ^ '^Pl 570/- W? ^ 3|!d[dcf/i ^ 3TtT ^ cTTI^ ^ 3TTf#Mi?^ 3T^ 
tjtI ^ 500/- W/ ^ ^ jrfcld^f^d 

(v) chlciLJd 3MTd TT T3?q^ dxddx! ytci^]cch kjd'^'^cl 4 otlNlRdl 

ciJiMlR^ WT T^3Tf STT^TTd 'cf>^ cfTFlt P ^]'^l ^ WT 

■‘^e^lT^'dK STTSfrT TTr "^Tfr t|IC^c<T> 3T^ ^l 

(vi) TcH ^ Rfe ^ TT 10% ^ R^JT^ ^ ^ f? 3IS2TTST-in TcH ^ ^ ^ 

TTFT 4 3iR cfTTTt ^ RtT yidy^Qch ^ STJ^) erf 5TW 4 STSTT yclrT 

rfTTTfff/^-w^ ^ ^ Trfrf grf ^ snrr? ^ ^ft ^r v^Rrfr 3TT?n?T/1rfcf wit w 
’ETTd^^ ^ ^?raw dtt 3rf%;^ w ti ^ ^ wn rfr ^ 5 r^ 

FT FcRtrf wit MtT FTTT dtt rf ^ dtt Fflrf; RrT^ ^ WT ^ Fft 

cilNwRcb TIRt '{THI jMiRich ToF ^ RdRd dtt Trfti 

8. ^ FTF^ ^ FTrf ^ Tra^ wtFTrf ^ FiRlWF P Wlt^ 4 ^ vJFd^ tl FIFT RrfRlt 

3fR trRrt Fait ^ Rf ff ^ ff tttt trRf Fait F^r stcTF ^ ^ ftiffti ^ ?ft^ 

http://tarit'feuthority.gov.m ^ dFd^ 'tl 

9. ^ t Ft Ft FTtF'-T5dTcT ^ tRiF ff^Rrt tfttt tjw ^ t RTHRrfe'ei' i^rfcT t: 

(i) Tttsfrrf P Tfrf F^ ^ FR t ’tR 3fR MFtt FTTt ^ FFTTT Ft Wl^chxl TfrfFTT t FFTF Ft 
Ft tlFTsit ^ Rtf Ftt ^STF> RTFtRd Ftt RrT FFT tl 

Ttsitrf t ^rfr frf t Rt 3TFt Ftt FtRfT fRFcT (3FfM^) Ft t^FT FftFcT 

rfd: RiRRs FRrf (srrtttMF^) Ft #Rr R ^ artcT, 2005 tr rf FFtfcTF fr F^cRtt 

FR 3fR rf ^itFWT t FFF ^ FFTF Ft Ft fRfT-FF^ RRR FTTTT^RM t FtRfT 
FFIddi FF ^ stl F^ 'd'd^tR t FtRfT WFIddi R RtF TfteMRt FF F^ FF 
FTF ^rfTTFF FFTFTF Ffld rf^tdl t F^RfF F?WT FFtFRTTF Ft IMf f^lR Rtr ^ |F RfF 
RtFT FFT FT 3fR rfFTFF FFtWTlF FF Ftt R^ ttFT FTI 

FTPRtTM ^ STTrfiMFd ^ 3TrftF wt FT rf 3 tR MFt FTTt R Frf, ^ FFF ^ 
■dFTF FTI Tt t. Ft FvRfT 5r?TcH ^ TTtt FFTT airt^MtiF^ m dTFTF RTt tl FTRRP 

dTFrf eRdd WFldd't Ft ft^rfcT FTTt % F?R FF FTFT t Rl #FF>FF Ff4fkFF Fit t tl 

Wt FF tt RfT t R’ FTt/^gRt FfR Ft TTTFcT RlTTFt FTTF ^ WTTFFFn ^ R 
3TTFR FT fR ^tt^ 6594/- TFF tiet t, RfTTFt ^geTFT t FTTF m TTFTFT Fut FTeTT FFIT fR 
^tt^ RfTT 2300/- FFF R '?FT FT tl 

(ii) TTFTTF ^ Ft fRfjR Wt sfR TfRFF^ R FF^FT^ Ft FF^rfR FFR R RiF, TtsMtt t 
3TFt FtR atr rfFF^ t FFFt F#aT^ FFTT WJ FfR FF FTFTF RtFT tl FF FtRftTF 

rfF^TF R cbi4F>dm Rr ancFfttr ffR R Rtf TtrfRt Rt Rft R tt^ tl fftR, 
F^ ftfft Rft Rt Frrqr arrlfe-TT^rFdi R fftf Rr wrt fF R fft FFRFTdiF Ft 
3TRR TTttaTT R Rf^ RsFT fRf Ft %R TScCFF rfl FF FFT T^FFt f^ t Rt RtFFTFTT R 
Ff4ft^ Ft RReT FFTeTF R F4ddy 3 TRRf glTT FTTF? 3TTteT-Tr?TFdT R Ft st I 

Rftt ^ ffRft^, Rr fR R t. Ft fff R Rlrf FFRFrrf R ttF ftftt arfer- F^ i Fd i 
R FFTF FF R?RfF RtF RfT 3TeTF R TTRteF FT^ 'OT^FF Ftf FTFT TflFT tl 



[^ni—7srn^4] 
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fTTR ^ 3tt7 ^ 5f^ ^ ^ ^ ■?nf^rcr 

■?R^ 3tk cTPm T5T^ ^ f^ ti ^^r#T w?T ^ ^ ^ 

WW W^ M’t^d iT^/'<aicfl cf>><:^ ^ clMIci ^ ^llf^let ^ '^4]«J>K f^S' vjII^ ^t 

^ 3Tf%H ^ ^ W ^Wrf^RT ^ ^ ^ f^ t '^/m^ 

•5>^ ^ wm ^ ^5TW elPTcT W ^ ^ ^ ^ t 3^k 

•ffrqrr}5T^ ^r ar^ 'Hihi^ ^ji^tefFit ^ ^ tl 

(iii) 'JJ?! cT^ dR^HcH TTWT^ ^ ^ TOtT7 STT^^'fl^Iildl ^ JIc^TaT 

]?W ^ ^ Wt<T ^ W ^ WT ^ ftaM ^ aiPT ^ M4l^dl 

tl ^ W oEireqnf % ^t?ft1^ f^^flPl$5?f ^tWT ^ ^ 

It# ^ 3TPT ^TT# ^ 3T^H% ^ #, a?^!^ t atk mf^ flaM 

i^xiiddJ ^ ?n^ tl 

(iv) ^ ywiRd arNftr ti w #tct t 

^ cJjUel! W^ ^ ^TTgPTTRT atk 

RM SRT ^ fcR ^ STlf^lWnf gRT aTftfll^ # ^ ^ ^ 

^ cf^ TjsR> 3T^^ ^irte ^ %JTr w tl 

W^ t M4^Qr^ 5r>TR ^T'fdlRd ^ g# t^ attf^c^TJof (4?<^qu| 

^ t #qWT ^ W'Wlf^d ^HTR g# g>T ^ 

«RcTT! ^afnM # #?WT ^r gckR n^c^ g?r ^?pte g# aik M ^rak 

irgH gRt cTFfcT gRT f^i^cid aflRjry tt ^ JfgRf Rlt 4l<rf) kPR '^l^liaiT ^ fcTtJ M^c«t> 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^1 

(v) ^ItRT # ^ ■?RET ^ gtt cTc[?J "oqq'^i^ ^ g# gTT %^\<i "W STTI k5^ 4t, W 

^R?TT vdldl t HTH t >l'Wll4a gY 3Rf%g 5nTR oFTRTT tl y'WfRd q4^^RT JRTR 
a-i^^lRa gtf t, wg # a# gg> cRk ^ aRfilcW Jiw gTRT g# g?T 

f^ tm tl 

mtoRr ^ ^ ^ fer ^ t % r? ^ nmt # gRk^ angm# atk 
f^rkcT# gg> gpR glft^JI R# ^ 4t WT gt g? '^I^I^d cPRT grft^ gT#t ^ 
^T?te 3TTgrag>/Mgg> gt gfgt wfttj, dif^ t flf#T wgkFT ^ ftn? ankr i#k ^ ^ 

^IHefl \Jdl >{10 I 

(vi) an##r€t gTT i[gT^ ^?l3fnM gRi tor gfi ^ gr, gg afR^M€t alk ^r # g## 

wt gjt 3{g1?r Wr g?r T?g^ 3?gflr m gkt gf 4t alk ^ f^ggr #?ggRT alk an#!^ ^ 

vj# arRigj gg RgIRd k-^cg5 3ig% gTg 'dijftdf f^gr ggr gri ag#l^4!^ gt 

<int#^kk^ gRT a#gltg g#r ^ g#gg 3f^ ^ arrt^^kWkcT ^ argl^ ^ t alk 

wg gRTgr gTd ^ ^ gR ^Hg^ t ggT ggT ^ # RltkJ# g# W 

xITgjt tl g^ ^ gTd afk #?ggRT g## W ^gg> g^SRig ggR g# tl WT gRT ^ ^ gi^g 
f^ ggT t k> wg ^ g^kggg" g#g^ ^ arto wt ^ 1^ wm g^ 1^ gngr 
<k1lrg tl f# #T f# gjt k:'^cg> argj^ g)t ar^gft ^ ^ grg arkr gfkWf ^ ant gkr 
cf#Rr m ^pgRtT ggR crmt gg jRRg tl gwr ggR Mgm ^ ij4 wg gRr ggk ^ 
^R g5 g7i t SRgrltg tl g? g2g gTgt |g 1% gk ggi ft> ^ ^ wg t an#t#^ 

<ilk ^kggRRT t g#gR ^ arltgj wt gg argit ^ gjg g^sRg ggR g^ fW t, g? 

?nteRg g^ t jRRttg gJSRW sgR ar^trftg g# gg tl g? gpHT tigr kj g? 

gt gt gt gt gg gtt, gf^ ft:^^ aralt gfr ar^gft tt ^ grg g^sRq ggR 
■^ggrt ^ IcTV ^^tatrk^ gt ftgT ggT ggj 
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^?ftXTi?jTT^ ch^T^ ^ 3TW 3RT WRpfr/Mt ^ tW?UT ^ 3?^^ 

'^?TFtR^T tjic|^ RPiH'4 cfR^ 4 f^fRd f^RTT ^Idl ‘I’l 

(vii) #T ^ Tmnf^ 3mf^ w srgf^, ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3T^te t, ^ 3TMR?T tl MillcWl ^ t ^ ^ 

3Tgf^ WT w pr??fTt^ ^ ^ ti ^ ^?FRf 

t 3TT^^:^tMrW ^ RT:'^^ 3?^ JTM cFR^ ^ ^ M^ulcWI ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ 2JT aik ■§'^f^Vi MWlf^d -31^^ ^ 

y4lckii3tt cf^ ^ RrMi 

y^d ^ TM'xi 1^41 ^ JR'dlf^d cft^ f^dl ^ 3{^f^ ^ yrH ^ 3fR ^ 

^ TpTT ^ ^ ^1 ^ ^r 

vsf^rf^ Ri^idt ^ 31^ t % y^^cwTSTt ^ yxH y? 3n%zT ^ ^ 1 ^ 

y^'iR'd' ^ '^cbR ^ ^Jn?ft ti 

Tf#f^ 51^^ RmRiM ^ ^ Rr:^^ 3mf^ ^ wr ^ 1 ^ ^ 

3RW?T 3lk ^ 3?^ ^ ^ ^ rnf^i iRifcr, ^ ^ yffe 

RT^ ^ ^ t, RR ^ TRdR ^ ^ ^ jnWR ^ tl ^ STR t Rit 

Rj^llPiM 3t? 3RIT Wr^/Wt ciRlHdl t TRR RrVt ^ 3T^ TR^ ^‘cW ^ 

Rraff^ yt tl 

(viii) 3FRR ^ #fRT ^ ^ t RRt% Wlci^iccb ^ ST^RR TRRffTRI RR? R? 

^3fr4ttt ^ yRR cRit tr tl ^ t ycRftRr wrt r? yic^ 

^RRT Rt-T^ld XRR RRT t ]RRR ^ ^ ^ ^ tl ^3fltM ^ Rt ^ RH t 3R;^ 

t RFt 5R ?f2JT RTSJ tt w ^ yRm 3T€RT >fllR?RR ^ ^ficR RFt ^ ^ cfRt 

^ RfT^ t tR tJiei^J^ ^ f^ f^Rt% ^ R? R^TT^ RPt R Re 9 JeR ^RRT 

1 ^Rf%T RTF tl ^3M€t t ^ ^ f^rtRT t 3nR5ft#^t ^ yiRT trt ^ 
ycRtycI RPt R? yiesi^cR t Rife 1 %R RR R 3^? ^ 1 ? Rtll yff RRPI R? 

^ yp- 3Tf^ Sfll 

^3Mtt t RRT ^ tTcRfty^ Rpt R? ^yftd sTjirf^ ^ RT 315 ^ 

tcRJT t 3ft^ RcR^tyH R'^dy'l c^ RH^ t 3il4^il41'^d ^ RcRT Rf ^ wfd^fd R^ yt 
^ t Rrf^ JRRR3lf R? ^RR ^ yt! ytl 

^ y4lcK1l3t W^ RjfR RR 3t? ^3Mtt ^ ^ T^tRR 1^ RR t, 
t ytt ■ejreyjcch Rtr RRR RT RRcITI ^Rf^, RRT t RR t ^ RR Rt "RcRftRd RFt 1?^ 
yRR^’ ^ RR t RRtf^ %R t, Rjf^r Rf ^R^ft 31^^ t Rf ^ TR^ tf^l 

"^fiyRRfr t wt RRcFT tr RSR^ RT RR Rf^Rd ^ Mrru[ ^ ^ JTM RR ^ 

TRTR yRR Wn RRim ^ ^ Rq? tl 

Rdt, 3rft^3Mitycr ^ ^ yrcim rj Rrgidd: Rt| 3nyt% t ’ft fRt ^3Mtt ^ 
Rf Mie^JdR yft RRE Rf ^ Rfcnjf^ '^RK R^ t 3TRft SRIRS^^ RRT y5t tl 
Rfte^ ^ ^ 3TTRR’ R? ^3Mtt t RR t RR^: 20 ^ 3fR 40 ^ ^ R^tRf Rf 500/- 

WI 3ft? 760/- WJ yft R? Rf 3Rt^3?rtHtTT^ 4 RiRlJ ytd^^eR yt RRfl Rf yft^fcid R?^ ^ 
ycRftydT 3TrRTT/f^nitR RTRt R? 3Tqit 3r^^ t RTR^;^ Rt R? 10% Rjf Q^JTRd 

yRR R?t RT R^RR tcf?Rf tl 






[wTin— 


: 3TOT«rRW 
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2^ ^ A ^ ^fm\ 13n^^3M#jcT ^ 

^ ^ifcT 20 ^ ^ ^ 550/- Wf, 40 ^ ^ cb^-iy ^ 825/- W? 3#^ 

40 ^ ^ 3Tf?lcf> ^ ^ 1 100/- t, ^ 1^ ^ tttt ^ 

10% ^ R^i^d ^ ^pp cfP%^ ^ ^r ^ i^d>!( l ^d wif w 

^ aM ^ ^ffw^ ^ mm m f^i^ ^ t, ^ ^ ^'TPrcfr ^ A 3 m 

cpfl ^ EJl<i^6cr> ^ ^ ^ 5rfrRT^f^ ^ cf^^ 'Hch^ I ^ E2TH 

cf^ ^ T'H'^'^c'j 3 imid/Pi-Lifd wit m c’d'itli^d wit ^ A io% 

fkPTcT ^ 20 ^ ^ ^ ’^ddH 550/- W?, 40 ^ ^ 825/- 

3i1y 40 ^ ^ srf^ ^ ^ 1 100/- W? ^ 31^ ^ wpfti 

^!p>, fcfj^ <^ci>{tlk|d q^^d'< ^ t, W^fh??r 3m wm A 

^3M^ sfRT ^siT 'd^Hdi mf^ m WTv^ rRt ^ :hw ^ 3 ^ 5 ^ ^i 

^iHIjM'lfcich WT ^ ^ wfr 

^Rtt w t, ^ 5r^p5 ^ Rrafiiw ^ ^ t, ^ ^ ^ ^ wr 

3FT^ ^N 1 ?PT STcTRjT ^ WT ^T SljHlRd WT tl ^ 51^^ 

^ 'PFttsrr 3ltY viM^cKI M^cci^ 'd’ycjdl ^ ^RcM ^ ^ f^TH’ PTrcTT t', 
^^Nddl ^r mi ydidcbt ^ ^r 3pitfeT tcf^n w ti 

I 

(ix) Tpj 3Tsi^ ^ttx?WT ^i ^ ^ 1^ Marrw wit ^ A Rmt% fA-:^ 

31^ ^ flW 3T5^ 3.2.2 ^ 3I#T Rmtt^ ^ M ^ 

^nwT 5rmH ^ Hwn rt ^ ml #3iPM ^ arwr ^ ^ ^ ^ 

t, 'Wtedi ^ jrat^HTst ^^iciT t ^ ^r wit ^tfrw ir 

ePTT^ ^ yratuHT^ f^ WTT m1%^i ^stPM m 3r3?ilf^ wm ^ 
f^JPTT WT tl 

(x) ^ItsiPM t ywii^d ^ 3PTf%Tr ^ ^ 18 3iw, 2005 ^ wj^ ^ tl 

jfrftrwJT ^ mA mm ^ fA^ is siw, 2005 ^ vim ^ spfm wt m sr^ 
tl ^ sfif^rww ^ ^ ^sft ^mr ^ cr w 3i^'-Hl1^d ^ wit, m era? snwf^ 
f^PcTN wt ^ 3i[c)?<ycf)cll ^ fcTi? eftt 3RTim^ ^iRf^TfcRt v3FPT ptf ttcttl 'H^ftf^ M^ccp 
^ ^ ^ witm^ ^ RmR?r wt tl 

^ctFH -rm^ A. m A^m mm ^ cm ^ ^jer^ft^ wit jm mm mi^ 

3P1^ Cptdd ^ Pt'jilcfjx^l ^ ^ 3TW ^ >!PTR ^m3it ^ feP? '^fhp ^ W 

3 iMf^ tl ^ 3 ?ittmw mi^ ^ 31 ^ m iAm mm 13 fR 18 3 iw, 2005 ^ 
prapT mm tl 

^tsfnM m\ ^ wi^, ^ ptRiwjt fpi spftf^ ^ srrtof A mm Fn?r 

PTJTR Ami 5RTtW3#/TRf¥M ^ W?T fAm WTT tl 

(xi) jntoM FPi 3r3Ftf^ 51^^ mKUid<5i! ^T?frf^ pi^c^ f^^irRrW ^ ^ 

3ii^Rp^n ^ ?nte ^ #1 ^ ^ 3ra1^ ^ ter tl Fmf^r, g^tw miA A '?ft3fPM ^ 
cfTrfcira ^ ^sra? mm mm mtt? smr ^ ^ tt fAm^ 
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^ ^ ^fTf^TcT ^ 5m 

'tJi'H ^RT c^lf^el ■^TRTRT '^Rfl^ET 5RtM ^ STTETN ^ 'jII^ <?Ic) ^ *iM c^ 

5nM ?TT^ ^ 

10. ^RuiiHd: 3fR ^ f^ ^ mufr w wi m 5jn^ ^ 3TmN t? 5nf^rciRDT 

4.7“5[ft3M^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3fR ^ ^ 5nTRf ^ ai#T PlHf^fe^ fM^RTF 5T^ ^ ^ 

5m wm %:- 

(0 4.7 ^ 2 ^ im ^ ^ HfcRBIlftcT <f^: 

orm/Rr^ wit ^ ^ 3tt^ ^ ^ ^tr ^ 3.1 4 

Uld^X^ch' ^ wfr 5m 5IW ^fMTI ^ 

T? 10% Rdidd 20 cilef cf?’^'i’< ^ f^S' 550/- 40 qT(^ cfR^^R ^ 

825/- WI 3fR 40 ^ 3lte ^ cR^ ^ 1100/- W ^ 3T#T m^ftl" 

(ii) 4.7 ^ 01^ feoRft 3 5li^ 

^ ^ 3fR ^ (5I^fRtte/T?H#?H, ^ 3I2RT TIT^) W 5r>TRl 


w 

^ ai^rfir 


20 ^ 4M1 cb"^^ 

40 qicH cb'i’i't 

(3R^ 

5i€hi 

{^) 


?i€hf 

(w;) 

1. 

46^^ cfhr 

RT:^^ 


Rr:?[^ 

Rf;^^ 


4^ ^ 15^ 

3.00 

138 

6.00 

276 

3. 

16^ ^ 30^ 

6.00 

276 

12.00 

552 

4. 

m 

12.00 

552 

24,00 

1104 


(cfj) Rf:^^ srRt 4 ^ 3iR ^ ^ ^ smr ^ ^ 

5nRr^ ^ft4RR 5TTtoRt ^ '^Riw^iRid ^ ^ amRi i^rrRra' ^ ^f 

(^) Rf:'^ 31^ 4 ^ smwr 1^ afR ^ aiwt ?nRiB ^ #rll 

(iii) 3ig^ 4.7 ^ fetquft 4 RlHI^^II^ 

"Ri:^^^ 3TgRr 3fR wit w 5mT? ^etht ^ c^ wr 3.2 4 RmtR^ 

5mpft ^ RRif^ ^1" 


3T. R ^THUdR, 

[fd?mTd m/rv/i43/2006-3T?rT.] 





























[WTin—'?9F^4] 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 10th July, 2006 

No. TAMP/ 59 / 2005 -COPT.— In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major 
Port Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby approves the proposal of 
the Cochin Port Trust (COPT) for introduction of container storing and cargo supervision charges at 
Ernakulam Wharf, Mattancherry Wharf and Container Freight Station (CFS) of Cochin Port as in the 
Order appended hereto. 

SCHEDULE 

Case No. TAMP/59/2005 - COPT 


Cochin Port Trust (COPT) 


Applicant 


ORDER 
(Passed on this^^day of June 2006) 


This case relates to a proposal received from the Cochin Port Trust (COPT) for 
introduction of container storing and cargo supervision charges at Ernakulam Wharf, Mattancherry VVharf 
and Container Freight Station (CFS) of Cochin Port. 

2.1. This proposal arises in the backdrop of a reference received earlier from the Cochin 
Custom House Agents’ Association (CCHAA) complaining that the COPT has introduced additional 
charge of Rs.200/- per 20’ container towards storing and supervision charge at CFS without approval of 
TAMP. 

2.2. The COPT was advised that the ad-hoc tariff introduced was not in line with the revised 
tariff guidelines and hence no additional wharfage should be levied till it was approved by this Authority. 
The COPT was also advised to file a separate proposal for the relevant tariff item along with the cost 
details to justify the tariff proposed. 

3.1. In this background, the COPT has filed this proposal. The main points made by the 

COPT in its proposal are as follows; 


(i). The Rajiv Gandhi Container Terminal (RGCT) was handed over to M/s. India Gateway 
Terminal Private Limited (IGTPL) on 1 April 2005 as per the License Agreement (L.A) 
entered between both the parties 


(ii). Before handing over the RGCT to IGTPL, the port provided the facilities for stuffing/de- 
stuffing of containers to and from RGCT at its CFS and wharves. Since the port itself 
was operating both the facilities the facility of CFS and wharves were complementing the 
RGCT operations. The tariff levied as per the Scale of Rates (SOR) when the COPT 
operated the terminal is given below. 


(a) . Composite rate of Rs.800/- and Rs.1200/- for 20’ and 40' respectively was levied 

towards wharfage for house stuffed/destuffed FCL containers. In order to avoid 
dual port charges, no ground rent on container or wharfage on cargo was levied 
by port on such boxes or cargo destuffed at port wharves or CFS. 

(b) On LCL cargo destuffed from containers, wharfage was collected for the cargo 
destuffed at CFS. In case of stuffing of LCL cargo in the container, only box rate 
of wharfage was collected as per the SOR. In addition to the above charges, the 
stuffing/de-stuffing charges @ Rs.2300/- and Rs.3750/- for 20’ and 40’ container 
respectively was collected, 

(ill). After the IGTPL took over the operations, the wharfage at container terminal was 
collected by the operator and the port only levied stuffing/de-stuffing charges. Though, 
the port initially collected wharfage at CFS the same was discontinued in view of the 
complaints made by the users about dual collection. 
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(iv). The break-up of cost for stuffing and de-stuffing for a shift of 8 hours is as follows. 


FLT charges 

Rs.4800^ 

Labour 

Rs.4710 

Cost of Office and Supervisory Staff 

Rs.9485 

Overheads 

Rs.7097 

Interest on investment 

Rs.583 

Depreciation 

Rs.1388 

Return on investment 

Rs.6250 

Total cost per shift on 8 hours 

Rs.34313 


(v). The cost of providing stuffing/de^stuffing services works out to Rs.5719/- per TEU based 
on gang output of 6 TEUs per eight hours shift in CFS. As against this, the tariff 
prescribed in its SOR is at the level of Rs.2300/- per TEU only. 


(vi) In order to compensate the above loss of revenue, and also to avoid offering the service 
free of cost in respect of container / cargo handling at the port wharves and CFS, it has 
proposed to collect storage and supervision charges on cargo from FCL containers and 
consolidated LCL cargo to be stuffed @ Rs.200/- for 20' and Rs.400/- for 40’ container. 
The said rate is already being collected from 18 August 2005. 

(vii) . The COPT has also justified the proposed tariff with reference to the cost for the space 

occupied. A 20’ container occupies about 30 sq. mtr of covered space. An average 9y2 
days free period is to be given for cargo (i.e. 7 days for import + 12 days for export = 19 
days ^ 2 =9V2 days). Considering the rental for covered space prescribed at Rs.40/- per 
sq. mtr per month, the rental per day is Rs.1.33 per day. The rental for 30 sq mtr space 
for 9.5 days is Rs.380/-. Other CFS’ are giving 3 to 5 days free period. Therefore, the 
COPT intends to charge for only 5 days i.e. 1,33 x 30 x 5 = i.e. Rs.200/~. 


3.2. 


The COPT has furnished the following grounds for introducing the proposed tariff: 


(i) . A container on payment of wharfage to IGTPL would come into the port premises and 

will stay at the port CFS or wharf area till such time it is destuffed and the empty 
container is removed by the concerned Line/Agent. Towards this, the container storage 
charge has to be recovered by the Port, 

(ii) The cargo after de-stuffing will enjoy a free period of 7 days and similarly a cargo which 
is consolidated in the CFS of wharves for stuffing will also enjoy a free period of 12 days. 
This free period is like the cargo enjoying the free period in the container terminal, in 
other words, in addition to the operation of stuffing/de-stuffing to and from the container, 
the cargo will also enjoy a free period and for the free period, the storage charges are to 
be recovered. As the cargo does not use the wharves in this case, no wharfage can be 
levied. 

(iii) . The containers and cargo will enjoy the free period under IGTPL for having paid 

wharfage and cannot expect to enjoy further free period at free of cost at the port 
premises. Further, the import LCL cargo is delivered to a number of consignees and 
hence the port cannot reimburse proportionate amount totaling to a box from all of them. 


(iv). The' container whether it is 20’ or 40’, is normally required to stay in the area for 
stuffing/de-stuffing only for 3 days. It has proposed to levy ground rent charge on 
containers at port wharves and CFS for their stay beyond 3 days. 


3 3 


(i). 


To summarise, the tariff arrangement proposed by the COPT is as follows: 

Storage charges on containers (FCL/LCL loaded or empty) at Port wharves and CFS. 


“I 

Period of occupation 

1 Rate per container per 

day or part thereof 


1 20’ in US$ 

40’ in US$ 

1. 

First three days * 

' Free 

Free 

2. 

4 '^ day to 15*^ day 

] 3,00 ^ 

6.00 

3. 

16'"'day to 30"' day 

1 6.00 

12.00 

C 4. _ 

Thereafter 

! 12.00 

24.00 i 


(Note: * Three days free period is exclusive of any delay on the part of the Port to stuff or 
destuff the container, which will be certified by Traffic Manager /Additional Traffic 
Manager). 








•5FT Trim: 
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(ii). Storage and supervision charges on cargo from FCL containers and consolidated LCL 
cargo to be stuffed is as follows: 

For 20’ container Rs.200/- 

For40' container Rs.400/- 


(iii) . In case of LCL cargo, the COPT shall collect the wharfage as per the rates prescribed in 

its Scale of Rates from the consignee and reimburse the box rate wharfage to I6TPL, 

(iv) . The demurrage for overstay of cargo beyond the free period shall be as per clause 3.2.2. 

of Schedule of demurrage charges of the prevailing Scale of rates. 

3.4. The COPT has requested to approve the proposed tariff arrangement from 18 August 

2005 as it is already collecting the provisional charges from this date. 


4 1 In accordance with the consultation procedure prescribed, a copy of the proposal was 

circulated to India Gateway Terminal Private Limited (IGTPL) and various users / representative bodies 
of users for their comments. 


4.2. Copy of the comments received from the IGTPL and user organisations were forwarded 

to the COPT as feedback information / comments. The COPT has furnished its comments on the 
observations of the IGTPL and other user organisations. 

5 1. Based on a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, the COPT was requested to furnish 

additional information / clarification on various points. The COPT has furnished the requisite information. 
The summary of queries raised by us and the information furnished by COPT are tabulated below: 


SI.Mo. 

Queries raised by us 

Reply of COPT 

(0- 

The breakup of stuffing / de- 
stuffing cost furnished by the 
port already includes the cost of 
office and supervisory staff and 
overheads apart from other cost 
elements. Furnish details of cost 
of the service provided to justify 
the proposed rate of Rs.200/- 
per TEU towards storage and 
supervision charges. 

(a) . It has furnished the cost details for stuffing 
/ de-stuffing as given in its proposal. It has 
subsequently clarified that the cost details only 
highlight the cost incurred by the port for 
providing stuffing and de-stuffing services to : 
the containers at the CFS. 

(b) . The proposed rate of Rs.200/- per TEU is 
only to recover the ground rentals for storage 
of cargo before and after stuffing of containers 
for which cargo free days are provided. 

(c) . The proportionate lease rent payable by ; 
the cargo on availing the free days is 
explained in the proposal to justify the 
proposed rate. 

(ii). 

Explain the reasons for not 
including the proposed 

supervision charges by 

reviewing the existing stuffing/ 
de-stuffing charge. 

The revision of its .Scale of Rates is due from 1 
January 2006. In the current revision, the 
charges for supervision would be included in 
the stuffing / de-stuffing charges and a 
composite rate would be proposed. 

.-.- 1 

(iii). 

The existing Scale of Rates 
(SOR) of the COPT do not make 
any distinction between an FCL 
and LCL container for the 
purpose of levy of tariff. Indicate 
the exact tariff collected under 
each head for an FCL and LCL 
container as per the SOR 
approved by this Authority vis-^- 
vis the tariff envisaged to be 
collected as per this proposal to 
understand the financial impact 
on the users. 

(a) . The LCL cargo is brought into the port in 
smalt quantities by various Custom House 
Agents (CHA) for export and the charges 
towards port demurrage etc., are levied based 
on quantity and date of carting. Similarly, the 
LCL import cargo from a container is cleared 
by various CHA’s on different days by filing 
bills of entry at their convenience. The port 
charges payable would be different for each 
commodity as per the Scale of Rates. 

(b) . For the purpose of collecting wharfage 
and handling charges, the LCL and FCL status, 
of a container does not matter to a container 
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i 




operator. Since it is exclusively dealing with 
the CFS activity, it is necessary to take into 
account the volume and nature of cargo and 
provisions of Scale of Rates applicable to 
general cargo handling activities. 

(c). It has furnished the details of the 
stuffing/de-stuffing charges levied by the port 
as per the rates prescribed in its SOR prior to 
the IGTPL taking over the operations and 
subsequent to 1 April 2005. It has confirmed 
that the financial implication after introduction 
of proposed cargo storage charges would be 
Rs.200/- for a 20' and Rs.400/- for a 40' 
container. 

(iv). 

Clarify whether the proposed 
provision to collect wharfage on 
the LCL cargo, and reimbursing 
the box rate of wharfage to the 
IGTPL is with the consensus of 
IGTPL. If so, furnish a copy of 
the consent letter given by the 
IGTPL in this regard. Also, clarify 
whether the L.A. allows for such 
tariff arrangement between the 
port and the private operator. It 
may be noted that levy of 
wharfage is not relevant for CFS 
operations 

(a) . The collection of wharfage on the LCL 
cargo and reimbursing the box rate of 
wharfage to IGTPL has been discussed in the 
port users meeting held on 7 November 2005 i 
when IGTPL participated and agreed. The port ; 
has furnished the relevant extract of the 
minutes of the meeting dated 7 November 
2005. 

(b) . There is no provision in the LA for such a 
tariff arrangement. However, the IGTPL 
delivers the container to port CFS for de- 
stuffing in case of import LCL, therefore, the i 
port can pay their legitimate wharfage from Its 
collection from different importers of LCL box 
cargo. 

(c) . It is true that wharfage is not relevant to 
CFS. The COPT CFS operation had began as 
an alternative to transit shed operation where 
stuffing and de-stuffing of break bulk cargo 
was being carried out prior to CFS 
commissioning and with commissioning of! 
CFS all general cargo stuffing and de-stuffing 
of sheds was discontinued except for personal i 
baggage. 

(V). 

The free period beyond which 
storage rate is proposed to be 
levied on containers at port 
wharves/ CFS should exclude 
Sundays, Custom's holidays and 
port’s non-operating days in line 
with the revised tariff guidelines. 

It agrees to provide 3 days free period 
excluding Sunday’s, Custom’s holidays and 
Port's non-operating days. | 

! 

1 

1 

(Vi). 

Furnish a dwell time analysis for 
cargo / container at the CFS for 
the last three years. The rate 
calculated based on 5 days 
storage time and proposed free 
time of 3 days appear to be 
contradictory. Please explain. 

This information relating to dwell time of cargo 
/ container is not readily available. Dwell time 
of cargo stacked before stuffing and free 
period allowed in other CFS have been 
considered while providing 3 days free period 
for cargo. The storage charge is proposed 
based on the actual rental for the volume of 
cargo for free period of 3 days. i 


5 2. It is relevant here to mention that the COPT has also forwarded a circular issued to the 

Trade on 29 September 2005 furnishing an undertaking to refund the charges collected provisionally from 
the users from 18 August 2005 in the event the TAMP does not approve the proposed tariff arrangement. 


6.1 The IGTPL was specifically requested to comment on the special services it was 

rendering to the house stuffed t destuffed containers to justify higher rate of wharfage on such containers 
during the period when the IGTPL operated the interim arrangement by adopting the existing SOR of the 
COPT, 
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6.2. The IGTPL has not forwarded any specific comments on the points raised by us despite 
a reminder. It has made a general remark that it agrees with the proposal and that the wharfage on the 
FCL and LCL containers handled at the RGCT will be collected by them. 

7.1 A joint hearing in this case was held on 31 January 2006. At the joint hearing, COPT, 

IGTPL and the concerned user organisations made their submissions. 

7.2. At the joint hearing, the COPT was requested to furnish a detailed statement indicating 
the flow of operations at both the Terminal and CFS and the relevant tariff levied at the respective places. 
This statement should cover both the periods prior to and after the IGTPL taking over the operations of 
the Terminal. The COPT was also advised to firm up the billing arrangement in case of the LCL 
containers in consultation with the IGTPL and furnish a report on the same, 

7.3. The COPT has furnished the requisite information. The salient points made by COPT 
are given hereinunder: 

(i) . Before handing over of the RGCT to IGTPL, the entire charges except wharfage 

were being recovered by the port from the Shipping lines while the wharfage on 
containers was recovered from the Custom House Agents. 

(ii) . (a). During the Joint Hearing, the issue about double collection of wharfage 

on LCL import cargo both by the IGTPL and by the port at CFS/baggage 
shed was discussed. In this regard it was submitted by the port, that a 
proposal was earlier made by the port to the IGTPL that the Port could 
continue to recover the wharfage in respect of LCL cargo and remit the 
corresponding box rate wharfage as per the SOR to the IGTPL. 

(b) . The IGTPL, however, explained that it was very difficult for them to 

identify the LCL/FCL status of the containers and exclude the collection 
of wharfege on LCL containers from the system. Therefore, IGTPL 
wanted that they be permitted to collect wharfage on all boxes 
irrespective of their LCL/FCL status. 

(c) The Port Trust at this stage submitted that from the very beginning of 
RGCT operation, the wharfage on imported LCL cargo was being 
collected at the CFS/baggage shed and such wharfage collected was far 
more than the wharfage collected per box. This is because each LCL 
box contained cargo meant for multiple importers and their wharfage on 
advalorem basis was far in excess of the box rates. It had, therefore, 
requested this Authority to allow the collection of wharfage on LCL cargo 
separately at the CFS/baggage shed, 

(iii) . in view of the above submissions, Chairman (TAMP) suggested that the Port 

Trust may consider offering a concession on the present wharfage being 
collected on LCL import cargo to offset the wharfage already being charged on 
the container at IGTPL. 

(iv) . Accordingly, it has compiled the details of wharfage collected on LCL cargo at 

CFS in respect of 23 TEUs on a random basis and furnished statement prepared 
in this regard. The statement reveals that the wharfage collected based on the 
volume as well as advalorem basis as per the Scale of Rates varies from 
Rs. 1,600/- to Rs. 18000/- per TEU and the average amount so collected per TEU 
works out to Rs.5777/-. It was calculated that if a concession of 10% were 
offered on the wharfage on LCL cargo being handled at CFS/baggage shed, 
such concession would amount to an average of Rs.570/- per TEU, which would 
offset the wharfage of Rs.500/- already being paid, to IGTPL by the Lines on 
behalf of the importers, 

(v) . The higher wharfage arising on certain LCL cargo import is due to import of 

trading commodities by the traders in LCL containers. These commodities being 
high value cargo, can afford to pay such wharfage on ad-valorem basis. 

S>\U\ 
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(vt). The port may be permitted to collect the wharfage on LCL import/export cargo in 
the name of LCL Cargo Management Charges at CFS/baggage shed as 
provided Chapter III- Cargo Related Charges in the Cochin Port Trust Scale of 
Rates (Schedule of wharfage for bulk and break bulk cargo) allowing a 
concession of 10% on the rates specified. It may be relevant to mention here 
that the LCL Cargo Management Charges on each box will be shared by several 
importers, the actual in absolute terms per importer being proportionately 
distributed. 

8. The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at the 
office of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by the concerned 
parties will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details are also available at our website 
h ftp ;//ta riffa uth 0 rity. g 0 V . in 

9. With reference to the totality of the information collected during the processing of this 
case, the following position emerges: 

(i) . The existing Scale of Rates of the COPT does not prescribe any separate tariff for the 

services offered at the CFS except stuffing and destuffing charges. 

The COPT has reported that prior to handing over its Rajiv Gandhi Container Terminal 
(RGCT) to India Gateway Terminal Private Limited (IGTPL) from April 2005 onwards, 
various container related services offered by the port at the Ernakulam wharf, 
Mattancherry wharf and its CFS were complementing the container handling operations 
at the RGCT. It is noteworthy that the existing Scale of Rates of COPT for container 
operations were fixed relying on the financial position of the container handling activity in 
totality including CFS operation and no separate analysis of CFS activity was made. 

With the IGPTL taking over the RGCT, all the container handling charges are levied by 
the IGTPL except stuffing and destuffing charges which is continued to be levied by the 
port. With the more profitable terminal operations privatised, the port finds that the CFS 
activity is in deficit. 

It has also argued that the cost of stuffing/destuffing works out to Rs.6594/- per TEU 
based on the productivity level reported by the port against which charges levied by the 
port is at the level of Rs.2300/- per TEU only. 

(ii) . In order to compensate the loss of revenue and to make the CFS activity self reliant, the 

COPT has proposed to introduce cargo supervision charge at its wharves and the CFS. 
This Authority fully shares the concern of the COPT to make the CFS activity self-reliant. 
However, it has to be recognised that review of a singly activity in isolation ignoring the 
effect of cross-subsidisation will only lead to a distorted position. It is an admitted 
position that the CFS- activity was cross-subsidised by the surplus available from the 
terminal operation. 

It is not found appropriate to review only this one activity which is in deficit in isolation 
without analysing the effect of cross-subsidisation between the various activities of the 
port. 

The port has not furnished the revenue and cost involved in the CFS operation and more 
particularly with respect to offering supervision services at the CFS. The argument of the 
Cochin Custom House Agents Association that the cost of supervision is included in the 
stuffing/ destuffing cost furnished by the port deserves to be admitted. The COPT has 
not furnished any analysis to conclusively establish that the supervision cost included in 
the stuffing / destuffing charges is exclusively for stuffing / destuffing services and not for 
other general activities at the CFS. 

(iii) . Even though the direct flow of cross-subsidies from terminal operation to CFS activity 

may have dried up with the privatisation of RGCT, the BOT income to the port is 
available for such purposes. The port’s interpretation that the revised tariff guidelines do 
not permit reckoning of revenue share income in tariff computation is totally misplaced 
and the relevant guideline is applicable only to the BOT operators. 
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(iv) . Most of the users have strongly objected to the proposed supervision charge. It is 

relevant to mention the Scale of Rates approved by this Authority for the CFS operations 
by the Chennai Container Terminal Limited at Chennai Port, the Centra! Warehousing 
Corporation at the Kandia Port and the Jawaharlat Port Trust do not contain any 
separate tariff for this service. 

As the port has not furnished any justifiable analysis to support the proposed rate for 
supervision charges, there is no case for introducing the proposed supervision charges 
at CFS. The COPT is, however, advised to review the present tariff arrangement at the 
CFS and file a separate proposal for levy of tariff for various services offered thereat duly 
justified by the cost of providing such services. 

(v) . The port was advised not to introduce any adhoc tariff arrangement in this regard. 

Nevertheless, it is understood that the port has gone ahead with levy of provisional 
charges at the proposed rate. Since the proposed supervision charge is not approved, 
this Authority directs the port to refund the provisional charges levied so far. 

It is always the concern of this Authority that the tariff benefits given should reach the 
actual importers and exporters. In this case also, the port must ensure that the details of 
refund reach the concerned importer/exporter so that they can take up with their agents 
for billing adjustment. 

(vi) . When RGCT was being operated by the COPT, dwell time for the containers placed at 

the RGCT and CFS was considered at a single stretch of stay and ground rent was 
collected beyond the prescribed free period on their overall stay at CFS and RGCT. With 
the IGTPL taking over the RGCT, the containers can avail free period at the IGTPL 
separately and then enter the port CFS or wharf area and stay there till they are stuffed/ 
destuffed. There is no separate storage charge on containers at port wharves and CFS. 
As rightly stated by the port, storage charge is required to be recovered for the 
overstayal of containers at the port CFS. It has, therefore, proposed to levy storage 
charge on containers arriving at its CFS after allowing three days free period. The 
storage charge is proposed in dollar terms at the level charged by the port prior to the 
privatisation. Recognising the fact that even prior to the privatisation, port recovered 
storage charge beyond the free period on the overall stay of the container at the RGCT 
and the CFS, this Authority is inclined to approve the proposed storage charge at the 
port CFS. It has to be recognised that it is not a new tariff item introduced but, only an 
explicit authorisation given to COPT to levy the existing storage charges after allowing 
free period. 

The port has not proposed storage charge separately for coastal containers in rupee 
terms. Storage charge for coastal containers at port CFS is prescribed in rupee terms 
applying the current exchange rate for conversion purpose in line with the prescription at 
other major ports/ private terminals. 

(vii) . The proposed free period of three days is based on the normal time a container is 

required to stay for stuffing / destuffing. Some of the user organisations have argued 

that the free period allowed at the other private CFS is more than the level proposed by 
the port. In this context, it may be relevant to mention that the users after availing the 
free period at the IGTPL are getting the benefit of second set of free days at the port 

CFS which was not available earlier and hence the proposed arrangement will provide 

relief to users. 

The port has clarified that the proposed three days free period will exclude any delay on 
the part of the port to stuff or destuff the container. This is in line with the principle set 
out in the revised tariff guidelines that users should not be penalised for delays 
attributable to port. Hence the proposed conditionality is accepted. 

The computation of free period should exclude Customs holidays and Port non-operating 
days as per the terms of the revised tariff guidelines. Though it has reported to have 
issued a circular in this regard, the proposal does not contain such a provision. That 
being so, a suitable conditionality is prescribed in line with the revised tariff guidelines 
and similar prescription at other major ports/ private terminals. 



20 THE GAZETTEOF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY_[Part IH— Sec. 4] 


(viii). The third part of the proposal relates to levy of wharfage charge by the COPT on LCL 
cargo as per the wharfage schedule prescribed in its Scale of Rates. It is noteworthy 
that levy of wharfage on LCL cargo Is not a new tariff item in Cochin Port Trust. The 
Scale of Rates of the COPT prescribes levy of wharfage on containerised cargo at the 
rates prescribed for individual cargo items in the wharfage schedule as well as wharfage 
on container in case cargo is stuffed / destuffed within the wharf premises or CFS. The 
COPT has also submitted that right from the commissioning of the RGCT, wharfage on 
LCL cargo was collected at the CFS and this amount far exceeded the box rate of 
wharfage. 

The COPT has, therefore, requested to allow the port to collect the wharfage on LCL 
cargo and has agreed to reimburse the box rate to the IGTPL in case of such LCL 
containers so that the user will not be burdened twice. 

As rightly stated by some of the users and also admitted by the COPT, there cannot be 
any levy of wharfage at the CFS. The port has therefore subsequently modified this term 
as ‘LCL cargo management charges’ though the rate will be equivalent to the wharfege 
rate prescribed in its schedule. Maintaining revenue from LCL cargo operation at CFS at 
the same level as that achieved prior to privatisation of the terminal is the main logic 
behind the proposal. 

Though the IGTPL in principle has no objection on this proposal, it has expressed its 
inability to accept reimbursement of box rate of wharfage on containers from the COPT. 
The COPT, based on the suggestion of this Authority, has subsequently proposed to 
o^r a concession of 10% on the wharfage rates specified in its Schedule on the LCL 
import / export cargo to offset the box rate wharfage charged at the IGTPL @ Rs.500/- 
and Rs.750/~ for 20’ and 40' container respectively. 

In this regard it is significant to note that the box rate of wharfage prescribed in the SOR 
of IGTPL is Rs.550/- per 20’ container, Rs.825/- for a 40’ container and Rs.llOO/- for 
container exceeding 40’ container and not at the level indicated by the COPT. 

The proposed 10% concession is arrived at based on compilation of details v\4iarfage 
collected on LCL cargo at the CFS in respect of some sample containers, which may not 
in all the cases offset the box rate of wharfage paid at the IGTPL. That being so, the 
proposed conditionality is partially modified to state that 10% concession in the LCL 
cargo management charges on LCL import/ export cargo wilt be allowed subject to a 
minimum of Rs.550/- for a 20’ container, Rs.825/- for a 40’ container, and Rs 1100/- for 
container exceeding 40’. 

Since there can be multiple consignees for a particular LCL container, the concession in 
the LCL management charges must be distributed proportionately in the ratio of this 
charge leviable on the respective consignees as agreed by the COPT. 

As has been mentioned earlier, this is not a regular tariff item but is approved as an 
interim arrangement till the next revision of the COPT Scale of Rates. The COPT is 
advised to review the tariff arrangement and propose a suitable tariff structure as Is 
approved in case of other CFS operators at major ports. 

(ix) . In case of cargo destuffed or waiting to be stuffed at the CFS, demurrage charges after 

the prescribed free period was being levied in terms of the general provision for levy of 
demurrage prescribed under schedule 3.2.2. The COPT proposes to continue with the 
same arrangement but for the purpose of clarity desires that such prescription be made 
explicit for the purpose of levying demurrage on cargo storage at the CFS. The proposal 
of COPT is approved. 

(x) . The COPT has introduced the proposed rates provisionally from 18 August 2005. It has, 

therefore, requested this Authority for according retrospective approval of its proposal 
w.e.f. 18 August 2005. This Authority does not approve retrospective revision of rates 
unless extraordinary circumstances emerge warranting any exceptional treatment. The 
revised tariff guidelines also recommend prospective implementation of the rates. 
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In the instant case, the storage charge on CFS and the LCL cargo management charge 
levied by the port are based on the existing notified rates for similar services offered by 
the port prior to the privatisation of its terminal. This Authority considers the request of 
the port and accords retrospective approval from 18 August 2005. 

As agreed by the COPT, the charges collected by the port in excess of the tariff 
approved by this Authority is to be refunded to the relevant users / consignees. 

(;<i). The tariff approved by this Authority is generally valid for a period of three years from the 
date of notification of the Order as per the revised tariff guidelines. However, in the 
instant case, the COPT should file a separate proposal for the CFS activity immediately 
or include them in the general revision proposal to be taken up for consideration shortly. 
The approval accorded now will be in force till the effective date of implementation of the 
revised Scale of Rates to be framed based on the general revision proposal filed by the 
port trust. 

10. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application of 

mind, this Authority approves insertion of following notes under Schedule No 4.7. - Stuffing and destuffmg 
charges of the existing Scale of Rates of the COPT; 

(i) . Delete the existing note no. 2 under Schedule 4,7. and replace It with the following: 

“In case of LCL import/ export cargo, the COPT shall collect the LCL cargo management 
charges at the wharfage rates prescribed in Schedule 3.1. of its existing Scale of Rates. 
Concession of 10% on the rates specified in the wharfage schedule will be allowed 
subject to a minimum of Rs.550/- for a 20’ container, Rs.825/- for a 40’ container and 
Rs. 1100/- for a container above 40'." 

(ii) Insert note no. 3 under Schedule 4.7. as follows; 

"Storage charges on containers (FCULCL loaded or empty) at Port wharves and 
CFS. 


1 

i 


Rate per container per day or part thereof 

SI. 

Period of occupation 





No. 

20’ container 

40’ container 



Foreign- 

going 

(inUS$) 

Coastal 

(in Rs) 

Foreign- 

going 

(inUS$) 

Coastal 

(in Rs) 

1. 

First three days 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 

2. 

'^~day~tolWday 

3.00 

138 

6.00 

276 

3. 

~W~dayloW^ 

6.00 

276 

12.00 

552 

4. 

Thereafter 

12.00 

552 

24.00 

1104 


(a) . Free period will exclude any delay on the part of the port to stuff or destuff the 

container, as certified by the concerned officer authorised by the COPT. 

(b) . Free period shall exclude Customs Holidays and port’s non-operating days. 

(iili). Insert note no.4 under schedule 4.7. as follows : 

“Free period and levy of demurrage charges on cargo shall be governed by the 
provisions prescribed in Schedule 3.2. of the Scale of Rates.” 

A. L. BONGIRWAR, Chairman 
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